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some of our public lands to give a tax 
break to millionaires. 

It is not that this is the only issue. 
As I said, there is the notion that the 
administration is taking our public 
lands and trying to turn them over to 
be developed, the notion that they are 
giving land to coal companies so they 
can harvest coal off of Federal lands 
and then not charging them a royalty 
rate which is compensatory and fair to 
the American public. We tried to fix 
that. Obviously, this Secretary of the 
Interior is trying to roll that back and 
give coal companies a sweetheart deal. 

Now we have an EPA Administrator 
who, basically, has had a mining com-
pany CEO walk into his office and say: 
By the way, we want to develop a mine 
at the headwaters of Bristol Bay in 
Alaska, home of the largest salmon run 
and probably responsible for 50 percent 
of sockeye salmon around the world. 
Immediately after the mining execu-
tive left the EPA Administrator’s of-
fice, the EPA Administrator sent out a 
letter saying: Let’s toss aside Clean 
Water Act safeguards to protect Bristol 
Bay, move forward on this idea of al-
lowing the mine application to pro-
ceed. 

So much for due process, so much for 
preserving what has taken the Amer-
ican public more than a hundred years 
to put together so that the public can 
recreate on public lands—so, yes, hunt-
ing, fishing, Native American, and rec-
reational communities are all upset. 

What is the latest play? Let’s stick 
in the budget resolution language pro-
viding for the opening of the Arctic Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge to oil and gas 
development—something that has been 
so precious to the United States of 
America—basically a Serengeti for 
wildlife, an intact arctic ecosystem 
that doesn’t exist in other places in the 
United States. Yet people are trying 
what I call a sneak attack, just like 
they did 12 years ago, just as people 
tried to open up the Arctic refuge for 
development before and on its own 
merits couldn’t get it enacted into law. 
They put it in the Defense appropria-
tion bill, thinking that there is no way 
people could vote against money for 
the troops—that is how we can get the 
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge open 
for mineral development. 

But it didn’t work then, and it is not 
going to work now. The American peo-
ple are not for legislative sneak at-
tacks, backdoor ways to move legisla-
tion that could never pass on its own 
merits. I know the President wants to 
get a big budget package together, get 
healthcare in there, throw in Arctic 
National Wildlife Refuge drilling, hope 
that people can’t vote no, and move 
forward. I would say, if this is such a 
wonderful idea, let it stand on its own 
merits. 

This area, as we can see, is a very 
pristine part of the United States. And 
now some people are saying: Oh, well, 
we could do some sort of drilling. Why 
do you want to have drilling in a pris-
tine wildlife refuge? When people say: 

Oh, well, there are refuges that have 
had drilling—if that was prior to it 
being declared a refuge, yes, but this is 
a pristine area that we decided to set 
aside. Why? Because, as I mentioned, it 
is a Serengeti, it is an arctic Serengeti 
of caribou and other wildlife, over 200 
different species of birds that come to 
the area, to say nothing about the pop-
ulation of polar bears in the region. 
Why do we want to destroy this? It is 
not that we are somehow thinking that 
we are going to get oil reserves out of 
it for our Nation. In fact, the issue is 
really, with the price of oil and the oil 
export market that has now been cre-
ated, oil produced here is going on to 
the larger world market. So why is it 
that we think this is going to help us 
in the United States? 

People are trying to use a budget 
process to increase the deficit by $1.5 
trillion to pay for tax cuts for wealthy 
people. They are willing to degrade the 
environment as a way to pay for tax 
cuts for the wealthy. I don’t agree to 
it. I don’t think the American people 
agree to it. They know that this iconic 
wildlife refuge has been attacked many 
times. They know that every time, 
someone has had to come up with some 
backdoor way of trying to get the ref-
uge opened. I think my colleagues 
should understand and take note that 
these have all failed. They failed in the 
past because this idea is not the bright-
est, most brilliant idea in America. It 
is not the thing that is going to turn 
the U.S. economy around. It is not the 
thing that is going to help us get tax 
reform. It is not an idea that is even 
going to help us with the bipartisan ef-
fort to move forward on an energy 
package. If you think about it, we 
passed an energy bill out of here last 
Congress with 85 votes. If this was 
something that could be done in that 
package, it would have been done in 
that package. 

I know that we are going to have 
more oil and gas exploration in Alaska. 
I know there is going to be more explo-
ration in many parts of the Arctic. 
There is going to be a rush of Arctic 
nations to look at oil drilling off of our 
coast and in the Arctic Circle. The 
United States should get ready and 
participate in those discussions. I am 
first in line to say that we need a fleet 
of icebreakers to be prepared and be 
ready for the advent and the change in 
the Arctic. There will be many discus-
sions about where responsible drilling 
should take place. I guarantee you, 
even if you opened up the Arctic Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge, it would not 
stop this debate about more drilling in 
Alaska. 

Let’s remember that we set aside this 
pristine area for a very specific pur-
pose: to keep the uniqueness that has 
existed in this part of the world—just a 
very small piece of it. Continue to have 
the debate in other parts of Alaska and 
in the Arctic about what the develop-
ment of oil resources are going to be. 

I encourage my colleagues not to fall 
prey to another backdoor attempt at 

trying to open up the Arctic National 
Wildlife Refuge. Don’t fall for a cynical 
bill where somehow somebody is going 
to try to cram everything in it and say: 
You can’t vote against it because it has 
too many things for your State. Let’s 
do the work that it takes to do bipar-
tisan work—work together, agree on 
the things that we can agree on, and 
move forward. I guarantee you, our en-
ergy policy will be better in America 
for doing that. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

ROUNDS). If no one yields time, then 
time will be charged equally. 

The Senator from Wyoming. 
Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I ask unani-

mous consent that following leader re-
marks on October 18, 2017, that it be in 
order to call up the following amend-
ments; that the time until 3 p.m. be for 
debate on the amendments, equally di-
vided between the managers or their 
designees; and that following the use or 
yielding back of that time, the Senate 
vote in relation to the amendments in 
the order listed, with no second-degree 
amendments in order prior to the 
votes: Hatch amendment No. 1144 and 
Sanders amendment No. 1119. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, Senators 
should be prepared for additional 
amendment votes to occur during the 
series at 3 p.m. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent that the Senate be in a 
period of morning business, with Sen-
ators permitted to speak therein for up 
to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the 
following statement was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD.) 

f 

VOTE EXPLANATION 

∑ Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I 
was unavailable for rollcall vote No. 
218, on the confirmation of David Joel 
Trachtenberg to be a Principal Deputy 
Under Secretary of Defense. Had I been 
present, I would have voted nay. 

Mr. President, I was unavailable for 
rollcall vote No. 219, on the motion to 
proceed to H. Con. Res. 71. Had I been 
present, I would have voted nay.∑ 

f 

ARMS SALES NOTIFICATION 

Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, section 
36(b) of the Arms Export Control Act 
requires that Congress receive prior no-
tification of certain proposed arms 
sales as defined by that statute. Upon 
such such notification, the Congress 
has 30 calendar days during which the 
sale may be reviewed. The provision 
stipulates that, in the Senate, the noti-
fication of proposed sales shall be sent 
to the chairman of the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee. 
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In keeping with the committee’s in-

tention to see that relevant informa-
tion is available to the full Senate, I 
ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the RECORD the notifications which 
have been received. If the cover letter 
references a classified annex, then such 
annex is available to all Senators in 
the office of the Foreign Relations 
Committee, room SD–423. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

DEFENSE SECURITY 
COOPERATION AGENCY, 

Arlington, VA. 
Hon. BOB CORKER, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(1) of 
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended, 
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No. 
17–16, concerning the Army’s proposed Let-
ter(s) of Offer and Acceptance to the Govern-
ment of Kuwait for defense articles and serv-
ices estimated to cost $29 million. After this 
letter is delivered to your office, we plan to 
issue a news release to notify the public of 
this proposed sale. 

Sincerely, 
CHARLES W. HOOPER, 

Lieutenant General, USA, Director. 
Enclosures. 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 17–16 
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 

Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act, as amended 

(i) Prospective Purchaser: Government of 
Kuwait. 

(ii) Total Estimated Value: 
Major Defense Equipment* $27 million. 
Other $2 million. 
Total $29 million. 
(iii) Description and Quantity or Quan-

tities of Articles or Services under Consider-
ation for Purchase: 

Major Defense Equipment (MDE): 
Two hundred eighteen (218) M1A1 Abrams 

Tank Hulls with 120mm cannons. 
Two hundred eighteen (218) AGT–1500 (M1 

Tank Series) Engines. 
Non-MDE: Also includes transportation 

and other logistics support. 
(iv) Military Department: Army (UXA). 
(v) Prior Related Cases, if any: KU–B–JAT, 

KU–B–UKO, KU–B–UKN, KU–B–ULB, KU–B– 
ULX, KU–B–UMK. 

(vi) Sales Commission, Fee, etc., Paid, Of-
fered, or Agreed to be Paid: None. 

(vii) Sensitivity of Technology Contained 
in the Defense Article or Defense Services 
Proposed to be Sold: See Attached Annex. 

(viii) Date Report Delivered to Congress: 
October 16, 2017. 

*As defined in Section 47(6) of the Arms 
Export Control Act. 

POLICY JUSTIFICATION 

Kuwait—M1A1 Abrams Tanks 

The Government of Kuwait has requested a 
possible sale of two hundred eighteen (218) 
M1A1 Abrams tank hulls with 120mm can-
nons and two hundred eighteen (218) AGT– 
1500 (M1 Tank Series) engines in support of 
its M1A2 tank recapitalization. Also included 
are transportation and other logistics sup-
port. The estimated cost is $29 million. 

This proposed sale will contribute to the 
foreign policy and national security of the 
United States by helping to improve the se-
curity of a friendly country. Kuwait plays a 
large role in U.S. efforts to advance stability 
in the Middle East, providing basing, access, 
and transit for U.S. forces in the region. 

This potential sale is associated with Con-
gressional Notification 16–66 which was noti-
fied to Congress on December 12, 2016, re-
garding recapitalization of 218 Kuwait M1A2 
tanks. Subsequent to the notification, Ku-
wait requested 218 M1A1 tank hulls from U.S. 
inventory be provided and upgraded vice 
using Kuwait’s current fleet of tanks due to 
its interest in maintaining operational read-
iness. Kuwait will have no difficulty absorb-
ing this equipment into its armed forces. 

The proposed sale of this equipment and 
support will not alter the basic military bal-
ance in the region. 

The M1A1 tank hulls will come from U.S. 
inventory. There are no known offset agree-
ments proposed in connection with this po-
tential sale. 

Implementation of this proposed sale will 
not require the assignment of any additional 
U.S. Government or contractor representa-
tives to Kuwait. 

There will be no adverse impact on U.S. de-
fense readiness as a result of this proposed 
sale. 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 17–16 

Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 
Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act 

Annex Item No. vii 

(vii) Sensitivity of Technology: 
1. 120mm Gun. The gun is composed of a 

120mm smoothbore gun (cannon) manufac-
tured at Watervliet Arsenal; ‘‘long rod’’ 
Armor-piercing fin-stabilized discarding- 
sabot (APFSDS) warheads; and combustible 
cartridge case ammunition. There may be a 
need to procure/produce new gun cannon 
tubes from Watervliet Arsenal. New cannons 
inducted at Anniston Army Depot would be 
inspected according to established criteria 
and shipped to Lima Army Tank Plant for 
the tank upgrade process. The highest level 
of information that could be disclosed 
through the sale of this end-item is UN-
CLASSIFIED. 

2. AGT–1500 Gas Turbine Propulsion Sys-
tem. The use of a gas turbine propulsion sys-
tem in the M1A2 is a unique application of 
armored vehicle power pack technology. The 
hardware is composed of the AGT–1500 en-
gine and transmission and is not classified. 
Manufacturing processes associated with the 
production of turbine blades, recuperator, 
bearings and shafts, and hydrostatic pump 
and motor are proprietary and therefore 
commercially competition sensitive. The 
highest level of information that could be 
disclosed through the sale of this end-item is 
UNCLASSIFIED. 

3. All defense articles and services listed on 
this transmittal are authorized for release 
and export to the Government of Kuwait. 

DEFENSE SECURITY 
COOPERATION AGENCY, 

Arlington, VA. 
Hon. BOB CORKER, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(1) of 
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended, 
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No. 
17–54, concerning the Air Force’s proposed 
Letter(s) of Offer and Acceptance to Greece 
for defense articles and services estimated to 
cost $2.404 billion. After this letter is deliv-
ered to your office, we plan to issue a news 
release to notify the public of this proposed 
sale. 

Sincerely, 
CHARLES W. HOOPER, 

Lieutenant General, USA, Director. 
Enclosures. 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 17–54 

Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 
Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act, as amended 

(i) Prospective Purchaser: Government of 
Greece. 

(ii) Total Estimated Value: 
Major Defense Equipment * $.918 billion. 
Other $1.486 billion. 
Total $2.404 billion. 
(iii) Description and Quantity or Quan-

tities of Articles or Services under Consider-
ation for Purchase: The Government of 
Greece has requested the possible sale of 
items and services to support the upgrade of 
up to one hundred twenty-three (123) F–16 
aircraft to Block V configuration. 

Major Defense Equipment (MDE): 
One hundred twenty-five (125) APG–83 Ac-

tive Electronically Scanned Array (AESA) 
Radars (includes 2 spares). 

One hundred twenty-three (123) Modular 
Mission Computers (MMCs). 

One hundred twenty-three (123) LINK–16 
Multifunctional Information Distribution 
System Joint Tactical Radio System (MIDS– 
JTRS) with TACAN and EHSI. 

One hundred twenty-three (123) LN260 Em-
bedded Global Navigation Systems (EGI)-In-
ertial Navigation System (INS). 

One hundred twenty-three (123) Joint Hel-
met Mounted Cueing Systems (JHMCS). 

One hundred twenty-three (123) Improved 
Programmable Display Generators (iPDGs). 

Non-MDE: Included in the possible sale are 
up to one hundred twenty-three (123) APX– 
126 Advanced Identification Friend or Foe 
(AIFF) Combined Interrogator Transponder 
(CIT); one (1) Joint Mission Planning System 
(JMPS); one (1) F–16V Simulator; upgrade to 
two (2) existing simulators; one (1) Avionics 
Level Test Station; Secure Communications, 
cryptographic equipment and navigation 
equipment; upgrade and integration of the 
Advanced Self-Protection Integrated Suite 
(ASPIS) I to ASPIS II on twenty-six (26) F– 
16s; Ground Support System, systems inte-
gration and test; spares and repair parts, 
support and test equipment; personnel train-
ing and training equipment; publications and 
technical documentation; U.S. Government 
and contractor engineering, logistical, and 
technical support services; and other related 
elements of logistics and program support. 

(iv) Military Department: Air Force (SNY 
Amendment 6). 

(v) Prior Related Cases, if any: GR–D–SBD, 
$1.3B, 7 Dec 1992; GR–D–SNX, $2B, 9 Mar 2000; 
GR–D–SNY, $1.9B, 13 Dec 2005. 

(vi) Sales Commission, Fee, etc., Paid, Of-
fered, or Agreed to be Paid: None. 

(vii) Sensitivity of Technology Contained 
in the Defense Article or Defense Services 
Proposed to be Sold: See Attached Annex. 

(viii) Date Report Delivered to Congress: 
October 16, 2017. 

*As defined in Section 47(6) of the Arms 
Export Control Act. 

POLICY JUSTIFICATION 

Government of Greece—Upgrade of F–16 
Aircraft to an F–16 Block V Configuration 

The Government of Greece has requested a 
possible purchase of an upgrade of its exist-
ing F–16 fleet to an F–16 Block V configura-
tion which includes up to one hundred twen-
ty-five (125) APG–83 Active Electronically 
Scanned Array (AESA) Radars (includes two 
(2) spares); one hundred twenty-three (123) 
Modular Mission Computers (MMCs); one 
hundred twenty-three (123) LINK–16 Multi-
functional Information Distribution System 
Joint Tactical Radio System (MIDS–JTRS) 
with TACAN and EHSI; one hundred twenty- 
three (123) LN260 Embedded Global Naviga-
tion Systems (EGI)-Inertial Navigation Sys-
tem (INS); one hundred twenty-three (123) 
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Improved Programmable Display Generators 
(iPDGs). Also included in the proposed sale 
are up to one hundred twenty-three (123) 
APX–126 Advanced Identification Friend or 
Foe (AIFF) Combined Interrogator Trans-
ponder (CIT); one (1) Joint Mission Planning 
System (JMPS); one (1) F–16V Simulator; up-
grade to two (2) existing simulators; one (1) 
Avionics Level Test Station; Secure Commu-
nications, cryptographic equipment and 
navigation equipment; upgrade and integra-
tion of the Advanced Self-Protection Inte-
grated Suite (ASPIS) I to ASPIS II on twen-
ty-six (26) F–16s; Ground Support System, 
systems integration and test; spares and re-
pair parts, support and test equipment; per-
sonnel training and training equipment; pub-
lications and technical documentation; U.S. 
Government and contractor engineering, 
logistical, and technical support services; 
and other related elements of logistics and 
program support. The total estimated pro-
gram cost is $2.404 billion. 

This proposed sale will contribute to U.S. 
foreign policy and national security objec-
tives by helping to improve the security of a 
NATO ally which is an important partner for 
political stability and economic progress in 
Europe. The upgrade of F–16 aircraft to an F– 
16 Block V configuration will bolster the 
Hellenic Air Force’s ability to support NATO 
and remain interoperable with the U.S. and 
the NATO alliance. It will also help Greece 
sustain operations in the future, thereby re-
ducing the threat the alliance’s enemies pose 
to the U.S. and the alliance. 

The proposed sale will improve Greece’s 
capability to meet current and future secu-
rity threats. Greece will use this capability 
as a deterrent to regional threats, strength-
en its homeland defense, and execute 
counter-terrorism operations. 

Greece currently employs a mix of F–16s in 
Block 30, Block 50, Block 52+, and Block 52+ 
Advanced configurations. Therefore, Greece 
will have no difficulty absorbing the upgrade 
of these aircraft from an operation and sup-
port standpoint. 

The proposed sale of this equipment and 
support will not alter the basic military bal-
ance in the region. 

The principal contractor will be Lockheed 
Martin of Fort Worth, TX. There are cur-
rently no known offsets. However, Greece 
typically requests offsets. Any offset agree-
ment will be defined in negotiations between 
Greece and the contractor. 

The proposed sale will require the assign-
ment of approximately 3–5 additional U.S. 
Government or contractor representatives to 
Greece. 

There will be no adverse impact on U.S. de-
fense readiness as a result of this proposed 
sale. 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 17–54 
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 

Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act 

Annex Item No. vii 
(vii) Sensitivity of Technology: 
1. The proposed sale for upgrade of Greece’s 

F–16s to Block V will involve the release of 
sensitive and/or classified (up to SECRET) 
elements to Greece, including hardware, ac-
cessories, components, and associated soft-
ware. The F–16 Block V aircraft system is 
UNCLASSIFIED, except as noted below. The 
aircraft utilizes the F–16 airframe and fea-
tures advanced avionics and systems includ-
ing the AN/APG–83 Active Electronically 
Scanned Array (AESA) Radar, Modular Mis-
sion Computers (MMCs); LINK–16 Multifunc-
tional Information Distribution System 
Joint Tactical Radio System LINK–16 Multi-
functional Information Distribution System 
Joint Tactical Radio System (MIDS–JTRS); 
Advanced Self-Protection Integrated Suite 

(ASPIS) II ship-sets; LN260 Embedded Global 
Navigation Systems (EGI)–Inertial Naviga-
tion System (INS); Joint Helmet Mounted 
Cueing Systems (JHMCS II); Improved Pro-
grammable Display Generators (iPDGs); 
APX–126 Advanced Identification Friend or 
Foe (AIFF) Combined Interrogator Trans-
ponder (CIT); and Joint Mission Planning 
System (JMPS). 

2. Additional sensitive areas include oper-
ating manuals and maintenance technical 
orders containing performance information, 
operating and test procedures, and other in-
formation related to support operations and 
repair. The hardware, software, and data 
identified are classified (up to SECRET) to 
protect vulnerabilities, design, and perform-
ance parameters and other similar critical 
information. 

3. The AN/APG–83 is an Active Electroni-
cally Scanned Array (AESA) radar upgrade 
for the F–16. It includes higher processor 
power, higher transmission power, more sen-
sitive receiver electronics, and Synthetic 
Aperture Radar (SAR), which creates higher- 
resolution ground maps from a greater dis-
tance than existing mechanically scanned 
array radars (e.g., APG–68). The upgrade fea-
tures an increase in detection range of air 
targets, increases in processing speed and 
memory, as well as significant improve-
ments in all modes. The highest classifica-
tion of the radar is SECRET. 

4. The Modular Mission Computer (MMC) is 
the central aircraft computer of the F–16. It 
serves as the hub for all aircraft subsystems 
and avionics data transfer. The hardware and 
software are classified SECRET. 

5. The Multifunctional Informational Dis-
tribution System-Joint Tactical Radio Sys-
tem (MIDS–JTRS) is classified CONFIDEN-
TIAL. The MIDS–JTRS is a secure data and 
voice communication network using Link–16 
architecture. The system provides enhanced 
situational awareness, positive identifica-
tion of participants within the network, se-
cure fighter-to-fighter connectivity, secure 
voice capability, and ARN–118 TACAN 
functionality. It provides three major func-
tions: Air Control, Wide Area Surveillance, 
and Fighter-to-Fighter. The MIDS–JTRS can 
be used to transfer data in Air-to-Air, Air-to- 
Surface, and Air-to-Ground scenarios. The 
MIDS terminal hardware, publications, per-
formance specifications, operational capa-
bility, parameters, vulnerabilities to coun-
termeasures, and software documentation 
are classified CONFIDENTIAL. The classi-
fied information to be provided consists of 
that which is necessary for the operation, 
maintenance, and repair (through inter-
mediate level) of the data link terminal, in-
stalled systems, and related software. 

6. The Advanced Self-Protection Inte-
grated Suite II (ASPIS II) is an enhanced 
version of the original ASPIS I integrated 
Electronic Warfare (EW) system, which pro-
vides passive radar warning, wide spectrum 
Radio Frequency (RF) jamming, and control 
and management of the entire EW system. It 
is an externally mounted EW pod. The suite 
includes an ALQ–187 EW System, ALR–93 
Radar Warning Receiver, and ALE–47 Coun-
termeasure Dispenser System. Greece has 
upgraded ASPIS I to II on all but a remain-
ing twenty-six jets. The commercially devel-
oped system software and hardware are 
UNCLASSIFED. The system is classified SE-
CRET when loaded with a U.S. derived EW 
database. 

7. The Embedded Global Positioning Sys-
tem (EGI)—Inertial Navigation System 
(INS)/LN–260 is a sensor that combines Glob-
al Positioning System (GPS) and inertial 
sensor inputs to provide accurate location 
information for navigation and targeting. 
The EGI–INS/LN–260 is UNCLASSIFIED. The 
GPS cryptovariable keys needed for highest 
GPS accuracy are classified up to SECRET. 

8. The Joint Helmet Mounted Cueing Sys-
tem (JHMCS) is a modified HGU–55/P helmet 
that incorporates a visor-projected Heads-Up 
Display (HUD) to cue weapons and aircraft 
sensors to air and ground targets. In close 
combat, a pilot must currently align the air-
craft to shoot at a target. JHMCS allows the 
pilot to simply look at a target to shoot. 
This system projects visual targeting and 
aircraft performance information on the 
back of the helmet’s visor, enabling the pilot 
to monitor this information without inter-
rupting his field of view through the cockpit 
canopy. The system uses a magnetic trans-
mitter unit fixed to the pilot’s seat and a 
magnetic field probe mounted on the helmet 
to define helmet pointing positioning. A Hel-
met Vehicle Interface (HVI) interacts with 
the aircraft system bus to provide signal 
generation for the helmet display. This pro-
vides significant improvement for close com-
bat targeting and engagement. Hardware is 
UNCLASSIFIED; technical data and docu-
ments are classified up to SECRET. 

9. The Improved Programmable Display 
Generator (iPDG) and color multifunction 
displays utilize ruggedized commercial liquid 
crystal display technology that is designed 
to withstand the harsh environment found in 
modern fighter cockpits. The display gener-
ator is the fifth generation graphics proc-
essor for the F–16. Through the use of state- 
of-the-art microprocessors and graphics en-
gines, it provides orders of magnitude in-
creases in throughput, memory, and graphics 
capabilities. The hardware and software are 
UNCLASSIFIED. 

10. The AN/APX–126 Advanced Identifica-
tion Friend or Foe (AIFF) Combined Interro-
gator Transponder (CIT) is a system capable 
of transmitting and interrogating Mode V. It 
is UNCLASSIFIED unless/until Mode IV and/ 
or Mode V operational evaluator parameters 
are loaded into the equipment. Elements of 
the IFF system classified up to SECRET in-
clude software object code, operating charac-
teristics, parameters, and technical data. 
Mode IV and Mode V anti-jam performance 
specifications/data, software source code, al-
gorithms, and tempest plans or reports will 
not be offered, released, discussed, or dem-
onstrated. 

11. The Joint Mission Planning System 
(JMPS) is a multi-platform PC based mission 
planning system. JMPS hardware is UN-
CLASSIFIED and the software is classified 
up to SECRET. 

12. Software, hardware, and other data/in-
formation, which is classified or sensitive, is 
reviewed prior to release to protect system 
vulnerabilities, design data, and performance 
parameters. Some end-item hardware, soft-
ware, and other data identified above are 
classified at the CONFIDENTIAL and SE-
CRET level. Potential compromise of these 
systems is controlled through management 
of the basic software programs of highly sen-
sitive systems and software-controlled weap-
on systems on a case-by-case basis. 

13. If a technologically advanced adversary 
obtains knowledge of the specific hardware 
and software source code in this proposed 
sale, the information could be used to de-
velop countermeasures or equivalent sys-
tems that might reduce weapon system effec-
tiveness or be used in the development of a 
system with similar or advanced capabili-
ties. 

14. Greece is both willing and able to pro-
tect U.S. classified military information. 
Greek physical and document security stand-
ards are equivalent to U.S. standards. Greece 
has signed a General Security of Military In-
formation Agreement (GSOMIA) with the 
United States and is in negotiations with 
CENTCOM on the Communications Inter-
operability and Security Memorandum of 
Agreement (CISMOA). The Government of 
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Greece has demonstrated its willingness and 
capability to protect sensitive military tech-
nology and information released to its mili-
tary in the past. 

15. A determination has been made that 
the Greece can provide substantially the 
same degree of protection for the sensitive 
technology being released as the U.S. Gov-
ernment. This sale is necessary in further-
ance of the U.S. foreign policy and national 
security objectives outlined in the Policy 
Justification. 

16. All defense articles and services listed 
in this transmittal are authorized for release 
and export to the Government of Greece. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

60TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
GREATER DANBURY NAACP 

∑ Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, 
today I wish to recognize the Greater 
Danbury NAACP as they celebrate 60 
years of outstanding advocacy and sup-
port for equal rights and an end to 
race-based discrimination in Con-
necticut and the Nation. 

Founded in 1957, the Danbury NAACP 
serves as a branch of the National As-
sociation for the Advancement of Col-
ored People, NAACP. By focusing on 
the Danbury, CT, area, this branch 
helps connect people in the region with 
the national NAACP mission. As part 
of the oldest civil rights organization 
in America, the Greater Danbury 
NAACP has had a valuable role in the 
progress we have made toward a soci-
ety free from discrimination and re-
spectful of individual civil rights. This 
year’s theme, ‘‘Steadfast & Immov-
able,’’ exemplifies the branch’s contin-
uous dedication to leading the fight to 
ensure every person in our great Na-
tion will truly enjoy equal rights under 
the law. 

The organization continues its rich 
history of collaboration with other 
civil rights groups. Recently, alongside 
other organizations and individuals, 
the Greater Danbury NAACP partici-
pated in an International Workers’ Day 
event to emphasize the need for better 
treatment of immigrants. The branch’s 
president, Glenda Armstrong, spoke at 
the event, emphasizing how, even with 
its founding centered on the inequality 
facing African Americans, the 
NAACP’s goal of racial equality en-
compasses everyone in America. 

One of the national organization’s 
key objectives, mirrored in the work of 
the Greater Danbury branch, is to use 
democratic processes to put an end to 
racial discrimination. In March, the 
Danbury NAACP expressed its sup-
port—along with its parent associa-
tion—for the NO HATE Act. I intro-
duced this act with Congressman 
BEYER to counter the rising number of 
hate crimes in America. The NO HATE 
Act will encourage more thorough re-
ports on hate crimes by law enforce-
ment, grant victims of these crimes the 
right to sue in civil court, and estab-
lish hotlines run by the State to make 
sure hate crimes were reported. These 
key measures align with the NAACP’s 
vision of equality. 

Since its formation, the Greater Dan-
bury NAACP continuously strives to 
eliminate racial discrimination and 
achieve social, political, economic, and 
educational equality for the people of 
Danbury, CT, and the Nation. I applaud 
their tireless work and hope my col-
leagues will join me in congratulating 
the Greater Danbury NAACP on 60 
years of dedication and advocacy on be-
half of Connecticut residents.∑ 

f 

125TH ANNIVERSARY OF A.T. 
STILL UNIVERSITY-KIRKSVILLE 
COLLEGE OF OSTEOPATHIC MED-
ICINE 

∑ Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, today I 
wish to recognize the 125th anniversary 
of A.T. Still University’s Kirksville 
College of Osteopathic Medicine, 
KCOM. KCOM was established in 1892 
as the first osteopathic medical school 
in the world and continues to be recog-
nized for its success as a multidisci-
plinary healthcare educator. 

KCOM was founded by Dr. Andrew 
Taylor Still, whose novel methods of 
treating patients gave birth to the field 
of osteopathy. The school’s first class 
included 21 students, five of whom were 
women. The school and medical prac-
tice quickly became a success, pro-
viding more than 30,000 osteopathic 
treatments in 1895. 

According to the American Osteo-
pathic Association, osteopathic medi-
cine is one of the fastest growing spe-
cialties in U.S. healthcare. In fact, the 
number of doctors of osteopathic medi-
cine has increased 276 percent since 
1986. Importantly, more than half of all 
active doctors of osteopathic practice 
in primary care specialties, and many 
of these choose to practice in commu-
nity-based settings. Students trained 
by KCOM are uniquely situated to im-
pact communities lacking medical re-
sources, whether they be rural or 
urban. 

The focus of the KCOM administra-
tion and faculty on community out-
reach and underserved populations is 
to be commended. They partner with 
community health centers around the 
State to provide services to the most 
vulnerable individuals and instill a 
spirit of service in their students. 
Unique programs such as these that 
further education and support commu-
nity health are of great benefit to the 
people of Missouri and serve as an ex-
ample to others. 

Today KCOM continues to make 
strides in whole person healthcare and 
works to be a leader in health profes-
sions education. I extend my sincere 
thanks for all they do. Congratulations 
to A.T. Still University president Craig 
M. Phelps, A.T. Still University- 
Kirksville College of Osteopathic Medi-
cine dean Margaret Wilson, faculty, 
and all former and current students on 
this important occasion.∑ 

REMEMBERING ROBERT 
BRADSHAW 

∑ Mr. HELLER. Mr. President, today I 
wish to remember former Reno police 
chief Robert Bradshaw, who recently 
passed away at the age of 79. 

Mr. Bradshaw served as chief of the 
Reno Police Department from 1981 to 
1991. Before that, he was an assistant 
chief for the San Jose Police Depart-
ment. After working in Reno, Brad-
shaw served with the Nevada Highway 
Patrol and later became chief of the 
Concord Police Department in Cali-
fornia. 

Mr. Bradshaw strongly believed in 
the role community plays when it 
came to reducing and preventing 
crimes in Reno. The Reno Police De-
partment said he was widely regarded 
as an expert in community-oriented po-
licing and is credited with bringing 
that philosophy to the force. 

In fact, the police department’s cur-
rent motto of ‘‘Your Police, Our Com-
munity’’ has been attributed to him. 

One of Reno’s longest serving chiefs, 
Bradshaw was a mentor to countless 
officers and had a large impact on the 
city. During his tenure, Bradshaw de-
veloped specialized units and created 
neighborhood advisory groups. He also 
started the community satisfaction 
survey in 1987, which still continues 
three decades later. 

As Nevada’s senior Senator, I know 
firsthand that Mr. Bradshaw’s tireless 
efforts while chief made Reno a safer 
place. My thoughts and prayers go out 
to his family and loved ones as they 
mourn his loss.∑ 

f 

REMEMBERING PATRICK 
FLANAGAN 

∑ Mr. HELLER. Mr. President, today I 
wish to remember my friend, Second 
Judicial District Court Chief Judge 
Patrick Flanagan, who recently passed 
away in Reno at the age of 64. My deep-
est sympathy goes out to his family 
and loved ones. 

All of Washoe County and Nevada’s 
legal community will miss Chief Judge 
Flanagan, who only a year and a half 
ago was unanimously elected by the 
Second Judicial District Court to serve 
as chief judge. He was one of Nevada’s 
finest, and his loss cannot be under-
stated. 

Before being elected to the bench, 
Chief Judge Flanagan served as an at-
torney and an assistant Federal public 
defender for the District of Nevada and 
worked in the appellate division of the 
Washoe County Public Defender’s Of-
fice as a chief appellate deputy. In 2006, 
he was elected to serve as the Second 
Judicial District Court judge in De-
partment 7 and was reelected in 2014. 

Chief Judge Flanagan played a large 
role in the Reno community, as he reg-
ularly spoke to students, opened his 
courtroom for observation, and en-
gaged students in public outreach ini-
tiatives, including the court’s first an-
nual student Flag Day poem contest. 
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